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OPINION 761 

EUKROHNIA R1TTER-ZAHONY, 1909 (CHAETOGNATHA)' ADDED 
TO THE OFFICAL LIST OF GENERIC NAMES 

RULING.—(1) The generic name Eukrohnia Ritter-Zahony, 1909 (gender: 
feminine), type-species, by original designation, Sagitta hamata Mobius 1875 
is hereby placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with the 
Name Number 1697. 

( 2 ) The specific name hamata Mobius, 1875, as published in the binomen 
Sagitta hamata (type-species of Eukrohnia Ritter-Zahony, 1909) is hereby 
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Number 

(3) The generic name Krohnia Langerhans, 1880 (a junior homonym of 
Krohnta Quatrefages, 1835) ,s hereby placed on the Official Index of Rejected 
and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Number 1776. 

HISTORY OF THE CASE (Z.N.(S.) 1586) 
i Q ,^ h K e P [® Seat case was submitted to the office of the Commission in December 
1962 by Dr. R. Alvarado and Dr. I. Moreno as a request for the use of the 
plenary powers to place Krohnia Langerhans, 1880, on the Official List of 
Generic Names. The application was sent to the printer on 7 May 1963 and 
was published on 21 October 1963 in Bull. zool. Nomencl. 20 : 381-382. Public 
Notice of the possible use of the plenary powers in the present case was given 
in the same part of the Bulletin and to the other prescribed serial publications 
(Constitutmn Art. 2b; Bull. zool. Nomencl. 21 : 184). An objection by Mr 
N Tebble was published in Bull. zool. Nomencl. 21 : 90. As a result of this 
objection Alvarado and Moreno withdrew their request for the use of the 

f' en ^ P°. w r erS aad askedthat Eukrot >nia Ritter-Zahony should be placed on 
the Official List {Bull. zool. Nomencl. 21 : 90). 

DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 

On 23 August 1965 the Members of the Commission were invited to vote 
under the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper (65)25 either for or against the 
proposals set out in Bull. zool. Nomencl. 21 : 90. At the close of the prescribed 
votmg period on 23 November 1965 the state of the voting was as follows' 

Affirmative votes-twenty-two (22), received in the following order: China 
olthuis, Vokes, Riley, Obruchev, Alvarado, Simpson, Jaczewski, Munroe 
Lernche, Tortonese, Stoll, Uchida, Mayr, Boschma, Ride, Sabrosky * Forest' 
Binder, Evans, Brinck, Bonnet. J ’ 

Negative votes—three (3): do Amaral, Kraus, Mertens. 

Voting Papers not returned—one (1): Hubbs. 

The following comments were made by Commissioners in returning their 


* An affirmative vote in part only. See note below. 
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Prof A. do Amaral (18.X.65): “ The present proposal seems not sufficiently 
justified and rather illogical.” 

Mr. C. W. Sabrosky (18.xi.65): “ The data are meagre, but perhaps there is 
no objection to placing a valid genus, Eukrohnia , on the Official List, along with 
its type-species. But 1 vote against proposition (3). Must the International 
Commission take its valuable time to place on the Official Index a name that is 
automatically and definitely invalid under the Code, a junior primary 
homonym? ” 

Dr. Otto Kraus (22.xi.65): “ 1 vote against the proposal for I cannot find 
any reason for the Commission to act in the present case. This is quite an 
everyday situation which is, without any difficulty, covered by the automatic 
provisions of the Code.” 

Prof R. Mertens (22.xi.65): ”1 agree with the comments made by Dr. 
Kraus.” 


Original References 

The following are the original references to names placed on the Official 
List and Index by the Ruling given in the present Opinion: 

Eukrohnia Ritter-Zahony, 1909, Zool. Anz. 34 : 792 

hamata , Sagitta , Mobius, 1875, Jber. Comm. niss. Untersuch. dtsch. Meere , 
Jahrg. II—III: 158, tab. 3, figs. 13-16 
Krohnia Langerhans, 1880, Z. wiss. Zool . 34 : 132-136 

CERTIFICATE 

We certify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (65)25 were cast as set out 
above, that the proposal contained in that Voting Paper has been duly adopted, 
and that the decision so taken, being the decision of the International Com¬ 
mission, is truly recorded in the present Opinion No. 761. 

G. OWEN EVANS W. E. CHINA 

Secretary Assistant Secretary 

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 

London 

19 January 1965 


